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Abstract
W eextend recentlow tem peratureanalysesofcom peting ordersin thecupratesuperconductors

to thepseudogap regim ewhereallordersareuctuating.A universalcontinuum lim itofaclassical

G inzburg-Landau functionalisused to characterizeuctuationsofthesuperconductingorder:this

describes the crossover from G aussian uctuations at high tem peratures to the vortex-binding

physicsnearthe onsetofglobalphase coherence. These uctuationsinduce a�liated corrections

in the correlationsofotherorders,and in particular,in the di�erentrealizations ofcharge order.

Im plications for scanning tunnelling spectroscopy and neutron scattering experim ents are noted:

therem ay bea regim eoftem peraturesneartheonsetofsuperconductivity wherethechargeorder

isenhanced with increasing tem peratures.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A num berofrecentperspectives [1,2,3,4,5,6,7]have highlighted new experim ental
[9,10,11,12,13,14]and theoretical[15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27]works
exploringtheinterplaybetween them ultipleorderparam eterswhich characterizetheground
state ofsom e ofthe cuprate superconductors. Good evidence was obtained for a strong
coupling between the superconducting order and density wave order in spin/charge/bond
correlations(described m oreprecisely below).In particular,by tuning thesuperconducting
orderby an applied m agnetic �eld atvery low tem peratures(T),a strong �eld-dependent
variation wasobserved in thelattercorrelations.

In this paper,we explore the possibility ofobserving related connections in the �nite
tem perature ‘pseudogap’region above the superconducting criticaltem perature,Tc. Here,
the superconducting order has strong T dependent uctuations; we willcom pute these
uctuations in the fram ework ofa two-dim ensionalGinzburg-Landau theory,including a
precise characterization ofstrong uctuations obtained from num ericalstudies. W e will
show that the m odelofRef.16 predicts that such uctuations lead to a corresponding
sym pathetic variation in the autocorrelationsofthe otherorders. W orking to linearorder
in the coupling between superconductivity and these orders,we provide a com putation of
certain universalcharacteristicsoftheT dependence ofthelatteructuations.Ourresults
willalso be form ally extended to T < Tc forcom pleteness,but itm ust be noted thatwe
neglectthe inter-layer coupling and quantum e�ects,which becom e im portantatlower T
[28].

W e begin by de�ning the order param eters under consideration. The prim ary order
is the com plex superconducting order 	(r) which describes the spatialvariation in the
order associated with condensation ofCooper pairs. This is expected to undergo strong
‘phase’uctuations[29]forT nearTc.Using the proxim ity ofthe underdoped cupratesto
a superuid-insulatorquantum transition,Refs.30,31 argued that‘am plitude’uctuations
should betreated atan equalfooting[32],and proposed thatsuch therm aluctuationscould
bedescribed by a classicalpartition function ofa suitableuniversalcontinuum lim itofthe
Ginzburg-Landau free energy: thiswillbe reviewed here in Section III. Such an approach
describes the crossover from Gaussian superconducting uctuations at tem peratures well
above Tc,to the vortex physics ofthe Kosterlitz-Thouless transition nearTc. A dynam ic
theory with a sim ilar static com ponent (although with a lattice cuto�)was recently used
[33,34,35]to describethenotablem easurem ents[36]oftheNernste�ect.

Thisuctuatingsuperconductorisalsoexpected tohaveappreciablecorrelationsin other
order param eters. The spin-density-wave order is described by the com plex 3-com ponent
vectors�x�,�y�,where� = x;y;z extendsoverthe3spin directions,and thespin operator
on siter,S�(r)isgiven by

S�(r)= Re
h

e
iK sx�r�x�(r)+ e

iK sy�r�y�(r)
i

: (1.1)

HereK sx;y arethespin-density-wave ordering wavevectorsalong thex and y principleaxes
ofthe square lattice: near a doping of� = 1=8,we have K sx = (3�=4;�) and K sy =
(�;3�=4).In a sim ilarm annerwe can de�ne bond orderparam eters�ax;y(r)by exam ining
them odulationsin theexchangeenergy ofa pairofspinsseparated by a distancea:

S�(r)S�(r+ a)= Re
h

e
iK cx�r�ax(r)+ e

iK cy�r�ay(r)
i

: (1.2)
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The specialcase a = 0 of�ax;y isa m easure ofthe chargedensity wave order.Com parison
between (1.2)and (1.1)suggeststhattheorderingwavevectorsarerelated byK cx;y = 2K sx;y,
and thisisobserved experim entally.

A num berofotherorderparam eterswhich areinvariantunderspin rotations,like�ax;y,
can also be de�ned [16,21]. These include the site charge density,the average electron
kinetic energy in a bond,orm odulationsin the pairing am plitude. By sym m etry,allsuch
quantities willhave m odulations at the wavevectors K cx;y,and we can therefore expect
thattheirorderparam eteructuationswilltrack those of�ax;y.Di�erencesin m icroscopic
physics can,ofcourse,m ake som e ofthese m odulationsm uch largerthan others. W e will
notexplicitly considerallsuch possibilitieshere,and thereadershould view �ax;y asa suit-
able representative ofthe orderparam eterscharacterizing m odulationsatthe wavevectors
K cx;y in observablesinvariantunderspin rotations.W ewillsubsequently referto theorder
represented by � sim ply aschargeorder.

W hilethefocusofthispaperison theinterplaybetween thesuperconductinguctuations
and theordersm entioned above,itshould beclearto thereaderthatourconsiderationsare
quitegeneral.Sim pleextensionslead to sim ilare�ectsin theinterplay ofsuperconductivity
with m ost ofthe other orders in the zoo ofpossibilities considered in the theory ofthe
cuprates.

In considering correlationsof	,�and � in theuctuation region,itisim portanttocon-
sidertheinuenceofrandom staticim puritieswhich areinvariably presentin thecuprates.
Asalm ostallim puritiespreserve electron num berand spin rotation invariance,theirinu-
enceon 	and �willconsistofperturbationsin therandom exchangeclass(thisisdiscussed
m oreexplicitly in Section II).In contrast,the order� breaksonly lattice sym m etries,and
isconsequently subjectto the farm ore disruptive random �eld perturbations[37]. In two
spatialdim ensions,thisim plies thattrue long-range ordercannotdevelop asT ! 0,and
thatthe � correlation length saturatesata �nite value. W e willassum e here thatthere is
a localonsetof�,�,and 	 ordersattem peratureswhere the pseudogap develops,butat
lowertem peratures� correlationsare predom inantly controlled by the random -�eld disor-
der,and have only a weak,intrinsic T dependence. Thisisalso consonantwith the result
thattherm aluctuationsareirrelevantattherandom -�eld transition in higherdim ensions
[37]. In contrast,the uctuationsof	 and � are strongly T dependent,and can have an
in�nite correlation length as T ! 0. The 	 order becom es quasi-long-ranged at T = T c

and hasthestrongly T-dependentGaussian-to-vortex crossovernoted aboveatT > Tc.The
� ordercan also have the exponentialrapid T dependence associated with the breaking of
O(3)spin rotation sym m etry asT ! 0.

Thispaperwillconsidertheregim eaboveTc where

h	(r)i= 0 ; h� x;y�(r)i= 0 ; h�ax;y(r)i6= 0 (1.3)

Thenon-zerovalueh�iisduetothepresenceofrandom -�eld perturbationswhich explicitly
break lattice sym m etries,and so allow � to locally have a non-zero m ean value which will
uctuate random ly as a function ofr. As noted above,we assum e that h�i only has a
weak intrinsic T dependence. However, the uctuations ofthe 	,�, and � orders are
notindependent,and so the strong T dependence associated with the Gaussian-to-vortex
crossover in 	 willinduce a corresponding T-dependent variation in h�i. This paperwill
com putethisvariation and suggestassociated experim entaltests.Strictly speaking,because
there isonly quasi-long-range orderin 	 below T c,the expectation values(1.3)apply also
for T < Tc: indeed,our m ethods and results extend also to T < Tc. However,as noted
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earlier,we neglectthe e�ectsofinter-layercouplingsand ofquantum uctuations,and so
ourlow T resultsshould betreated with caution.

Our theory for the uctuating orders and their interplay is sum m arized in Section II,
which alsocontainsarem ain results.Detailsofthecontinuum theoryofthesuperconducting
uctuationsand itsGaussian-to-vortex crossoverappearin Section III.Section IV discusses
experim entaltestsand possibleextensionsofourtheory.

II. C O R R ELAT IO N S B ET W EEN FLU C T U AT IN G O R D ER S:M A IN R ESU LT S

Thissection willintroduce the free energieswhich controlthe uctuationsofthe order
param eters,and stateourm ain resultson theT dependence ofthe� orderatT > Tc.

W edescribetheuctuationsofthesuperconducting order	(r)by a classicalcontinuum
partition function overtheGinzburg-Landau freeenergy [30]

Z G L =
Z

D 	(r)e �F G L =(kB T)

F G L =
Z

d
2
r

"
�h2

2m �
jr r	(r)j

2 + a(T)j	(r)j2 +
b

2
j	(r)j4

#

(2.1)

W e use here the notation ofRefs 33,34,35: m �,a(T),b are param eters which can be
com puted,in principle,from the m icroscopic physics ofthe underlying electrons. The co-
e�cientofj	(r)j 2,a(T),vanishesatam ean-�eld transitiontem perature,a(T M F

c )= 0,which
willbe distinctfrom the tem perature Tc atwhich there isa Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition
i.e.a(Tc)< 0.The purely two-dim ensional,and classicaltheory (2.1)isexpected to apply
to the cuprates only forT > Tc: below Tc we have to also account for three-dim ensional
e�ectsarising from inter-layercouplings,and forquantum e�ectsatlow enough T.Allsuch
e�ectswillbe neglected here,butforcom pleteness,we willneverthelessdiscussproperties
ofthetheory (2.1)overthefullrangeofT values.

An im portantpointisthatthefunctionalintegralin (2.1)isnotde�ned on itsown,and
needs an ultraviolet regulator. In the physicalsystem this is provided by the underlying
electron physicson the lattice,butthisisvery di�cultto characterize explicitly. Here,we
shallfollow theprocedureproposed in Ref.30:theultravioletdependencecan beaccounted
forby asuitablerenorm alization in thevalueofa(T).However,becausewedonotknow the
explicitform oftheultravioletcuto�,wecannota prioricom putetheneeded shiftin a(T).
This lack ofknowledge can be circum vented by using the experim entalvalue ofTc as an
inputinto ourcalculation.The knowledge ofthe actualTc,com bined with the param eters
in (2.1)then allowsa quantitativecom putation oftheGaussian-to-vortex crossoverwith no
free param eters. W e re-iterate that (2.1) cannot be regarded as a fully predictive theory
on its own,and so cannot,even in principle,predict the actualvalue ofTc: once Tc is
determ ined by otherm eans,precise quantitative predictions forotherobservables becom e
possible.

TheGaussian-to-vortexcrossovercan beexpressed in term softhefollowingdim ensionless
param eter

g �
�h2

m �b

"
a(T)

kB T
�
a(Tc)

kB Tc

#

: (2.2)

Theparam etergshould beam onotonicallyincreasingfunctionofT.ForT � Tc,g � � 1=T,
at T = Tc,we have g = 0,and above Tc,g takes positive values. W e willsee later that
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thepresentcontinuum theory eventually breaksdown atlargeT,when g beginsto acquire
a non-m onotonic dependence on T. The value of1=jgjis a m easure ofthe strength of
correctionsto them ean �eld theory ofZ G L.

Itisim portantto notethattheT dependenceofa(T)in (2.1)and (2.2)isnon-universal,
and this willlead to som e non-universality in the T dependence ofallour predictions.
However,one ofourm ain pointsisthatthere isa universaldependence on the param eter
g.M oreover,onceweassum ea linearT dependence ofa(T)nearTc (asiscom m only done,
and wewilldo in (3.13)),theT dependence ofourpredictionsbecom esspeci�c.

Aided by the resultsofRef.30,39,40 we willshow thatitispossible to obtain precise
predictionsfora variety ofcorrelatorsofZ G L.W equotea resultwhich willbeusefulin our
analysishereofm ultipleorderparam eters:

�h2

m �

2

6
4

D

j	j2
E

T

kB T
�

D

j	j2
E

Tc

kB Tc

3

7
5 = D (g;T=Tc) (2.3)

where D (g;T=Tc)isa universalfunction. The averageson the left-hand-side are evaluated
underthepartition function Z G L attheindicated tem perature.W ewillshow in Section III
thatitispossible to re-expressthe two argum entfunction D (g;T=Tc)in term sofa single
argum entfunction F(G)asin (3.12),whereG dependsupon g and T=Tc asin (3.11).Here
we present results forthe initialcrossover from the Gaussian to the vortex regim e,which
occurswhen g � 1:

D (g;T=Tc) = �
1

2�
ln(380gT=Tc)+

1

2�2g
ln(13:3gT=Tc)

+
1

4�3g2

h

ln2(13:3gT=Tc)� 2ln(7:86gT=Tc)
i

+ O (1=g3): (2.4)

Thenum ericalconstantsappearing in theargum entsofthelogarithm sareuniversal.These
constants,and the constantsappearing in the argum entsofallsubsequentlogarithm s,de-
pend on only two universalnum bersthathave to be determ ined by com putersim ulations:
the latternum bersare the constantGc com puted �rstin Ref.30,and the constant� com -
puted in Refs.39,40. Additionalhigher order term s in (2.4) have also been com puted
and these willbe presented in Section III: we show there that it is possible to account
foralllogarithm ic term sthatappearathigherordersin g. Num ericalresultsforthe full
range ofvalues ofg appear in Section III. The expression (2.3) has ignored the possible
T-dependencies ofm � and b forsim plicity: itis possible to account forthese in a sim ilar
m anner,aswillbecom eclearfrom thediscussion in Section III.

Itisworth noting here thatvorticesare already presentin the Gaussian theory,associ-
ated with zerosof	(r)[41]. The result(2.4)accountsforthe initialcorrelationsbetween
these vortices,but does not include the vortex-binding physics ofthe Kosterlitz-Thouless
transition.Thelatterisonly accounted forby thenum ericalresultsin Section III.

Letusturn now tothedensity waveorderparam eters�,�.Thecom pletee�ectiveaction
fortheseorderparam etershasa rathercom plicated structureand wasdiscussed in Ref.16.
A sim pleGaussian form willbesatisfactory forourpurposeshere:

F � =
Z

d
2
r
h

K �x jr x�x�j
2 + K �yjr y�x�j

2 + �
�2

�
j�x�j

2

+h�x (r)�
2

�(r)+ h
�

�x (r)�
�2

� (r)+ (x $ y)+ :::
i
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F � =
Z

d
2
r
h

K �xjr x�axj
2 + K �yjr y�axj

2 + �
�2

� j�axj
2

+h�x(r)�ax(r)+ h
�

�x(r)�ax(r)+ (x $ y)+ :::
i

(2.5)

Apartfrom theusualGaussian term s[16],theabovecontainscom plex random �eldsh�(r)
and h�(r)which pin the ‘sliding’m ode ofthe charge density wave. These �eldsarise from
im puritieswhich preservespin rotation invariance:asaconsequence,noticethattherandom
coupling islinearin the�elds�,butthatthereisonly a random -exchangecoupling to O(3)
rotationsin the spin density wave order. These sim ple factshave a num berofinteresting
im plications:
(i)Therecan beno long rangechargeorderin two spatialdim ensions,even atT = 0.This
im pliesthattherecan beno T = 0 quantum criticalpoint,tuned by theholeconcentration,
associated with the onset ofsuch order. A quantum criticalpoint associated with the
restoration ofO(3)sym m etry rem ainspossible.
(ii)Thestrong relevanceofsuch random -�eld perturbationssuggeststhatin theabsenceof
couplingsto othercriticalorderparam eters,thecorrelation length �� can beassum ed to be
roughly tem perature-independentatlow tem peratures.
(iii)The theories(2.1)and (2.5)describe a phase in which the expectation valuesin (1.3)
hold.

Finally,asprom ised,letusconsidertheinuenceofthe	 uctuationsdescribed by Z G L

onthechargeordercorrelations.Thesim plestcouplingbetween theordersisa�j	j2(j�axj2+
j�ayj

2)term ,and,asin Ref.16,thisleadsto theleading ordercorrection

�
�2

� (T)= �
�2

�0(T)+ �
D

j	j2
E

T
: (2.6)

Here ��0(T) is the ‘bare’correlation length ofthe � order,which is expected to be only
tem perature dependent near Tc. W e input the value ofhj	j2i as com puted in (2.3) and
Section III,and obtain our m ain predictions for the superconducting uctuation-induced
m odi�cation in the� correlation length.

III. C O N T IN U U M T H EO RY O F T H ER M A L SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G FLU C T U A -

T IO N S

Thissection willreview the results ofRef30 relevantto obtaining (2.3)and (2.4)and
itsextensions. Appendix A willreview the work ofProkof’ev,Ruebenacker,and Svistinov
[39,40]on thedilutetwo-dim ensionalBosegasand show thattheresultsoftheirnum erical
sim ulationscan bem apped onto universalquantitiesneeded here.

Ref.30 studied the following continuum theory ofa N = 2 com ponent realscalar ’a,
a = 1;2:

F ’ =
Z

d
2
r

"
1

2
(r r’a)

2 +
eR

2
’
2

a +
U

24

�

’
2

a

�2
#

(3.1)

(Here we have changed notation for the �eld,from � � in Ref.30,to ’a here,to prevent
confusion with thespin density waveorder.) Thistheory m apsonto(2.1)with thefollowing
correspondences:

	 =
p
m �(’1 + i’2)=�h

eR = 2m �
a(T)=�h2

U = 12m �2
b=�h4 (3.2)
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Itwasargued [30]thatthecontinuum lim itofF ’ required onlythesinglerenorm alization
of eR to R:

eR = R �
2kB TU

3

Z
� d2k

4�2
1

k2 + R
: (3.3)

Here we have introduced an ultraviolet cuto� � which is needed to regulate the theory
F ’.Therenorm alization in (3.3)isassociated with logarithm icultravioletdivergenceofthe
one-loop ‘tadpole’diagram ;the renorm alized R in the propagator on the right-hand-side
accounts for tadpoles-on-tadpoles etc. Allother diagram s are ultraviolet convergent,and
hencethesim plestructureoftherenorm alization theory.

Itisim portantto notethat(3.3)istheexactde�nition ofR,and consequently R isnot
the fully ‘self-energy’ofthe ’a �eld atzero externalm om entum ;R only accounts forthe
resum m ation oftadpole graphs. In practice,the relationship (3.3) im plies that,when we
perform a Feynm an graph expansion ofany observable,we can ignore alltadpole graphs,
and replace eR by R in allpropagators.Noticealsothatasthebarecoupling eR extendsfrom
� 1 to 1 ,therenorm alized coupling R extendsfrom 0 to 1 .

After the renorm alization of eR to R,allsubsequent correlators ofF ’ are ultra-violet
convergent,and sowecan safely take�! 1 in them .Thisim pliesthatallthesecorrelators
are universalfunctionsofthe single dim ensionlessquantity thatcan be obtained from the
param etersin (3.1):thisistheanalog ofthe‘Ginzburg ratio’,de�ned hereas

G =
kB TU

R
(3.4)

ForT � Tc,where eR � 0,wehaveG ! 1 .Conversely,forT � Tc, eR � 0 and G ! 0.
The�eld theory (3.1)exhibitsa Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition atsom ecriticaltem pera-

ture,and theargum entsaboveim ply thatthistransition occursata universalcriticalvalue
G = Gc. The num ericalstudies ofRef.30 found Gc � 102. The value ofGc can also be
obtained from thesubsequent,and m oreprecise,num ericalsim ulationsofRefs.39,40;this
connection isdiscussed in Appendix A,and (A5)yields

Gc = 96:9� 3 (3.5)

W e are interested here in the value ofh’2ai. This quantity requires a single additive
renorm alization beforethecontinuum lim itisobtained;hencewecan write

h’2ai

kB T
= 2

Z
� d2k

4�2
1

k2 + R
+ F(G) (3.6)

whereF(G)isa universalfunction.A num berofanalyticresultsforthisuniversalfunction
can beobtained from them ethodsofRef30,and detailsappearin Appendix B.ForG ! 0
(corresponding to T � Tc),perturbation theory in powers ofU aboutthe ’a = 0 saddle
pointyields

F(G ! 0)= (2:355711� 10�4 )G2 + O (G3) (3.7)

Allsubsequentterm sin theaboveexpansion involveonly integerpowersofG and thereare
no logarithm s. ForG ! 1 (corresponding to T � Tc),we expand abouta saddle point
with ’a 6= 0.Asshown in Ref.30,thisisdoneby introducing a ‘dual’coupling GD related
to G by

1

G
+

1

2GD
=

1

6�
ln
�
G

GD

�

: (3.8)
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FIG .1:Plotsoftheuniversalfunction F (G).Thelineon theleftisthe sm allG approxim ation in

(3.7). The line on the rightisthe large G approxim ation in (3.8)and (3.9). The square sym bols

arethenum ericaldata ofRef.40 transform ed by (A9)and (A10).Theplusm arkstheposition of

the K osterlitz Thoulesstransition.

NotethatasG ! 1 ,GD = 3�=lnG.ForlargeG,theexpansion ofF is

F(G ! 1 )=
1

2�
ln
�
G

GD

�

�
6

G
+ O (G2

D ): (3.9)

Allsubsequent term sin the presentexpansion involve only integerpowersofGD ,with no
additionallogarithm s. As discussed in Appendix A,the num ericalresults ofRef.39,40
yield thevaluesofF forallvaluesofG.In particular,atthecriticalpointG = Gc we have
from (A8)

F(Gc)= 0:502� 0:003 (3.10)

ThetheoryoftheKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition im pliesthatF(G)willhaveaweak essential
singularity at G = Gc,sim ilar to that in the speci�c heat. A plot ofthe values ofF(G)
appearsin Fig1.Itisinteresting tonotethateitherthesm allG orthesm allGD expansions
isaccuratefortheentirerangeofG values.

Thediscussion sofarpresentsourm ostcom pleteresultsforthepropertiesofF G L and F ’

with essentially noapproxim ations.Thereis,however,stillsom eresidualcuto�dependence.
This can be rem oved by subtracting corresponding results at two di�erent values ofthe
bare coupling eR=T (orm �a(T)=T),while U �xed. Depending upon the physicalsituation,
changing eR=T m ay also involvesom echangesin thevaluesofU.However,such changesare
expected to besm alland weneglectany T dependencein U and � in therem ainderofthis
section.Thisallowstoobtain an explicitrelation between thedim ensionlessnum berG used
in the presentsection,and the num berg in (2.2). Dividing (3.3)by kB T and subtracting
thecorresponding equation atthecriticalpoint,and using thede�nitionsin (3.2)and (3.4),
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weobtain

g =
6

G
�

6

Gc
+
1

�
ln
�
TGc

TcG

�

: (3.11)

Asexpected,g extendsfrom +1 to � 1 asG extendsfrom 0 to +1 . Applying the sam e
procedureto (3.6)weobtain theuniversalfunction in (2.3)

D (g;T=Tc)=
1

2�
ln
�
TcG

TGc

�

+ F(G)� F(Gc) (3.12)

Theexpressions(3.5),(3.7)-(3.12)constitutethecentralresultsofthispaper.Usingasinput
the valuesofg and T=Tc,we com pute G from (3.11)and GD from (3.8);then using results
(3.7)and (3.9)we can com pute F(G),and �nally insertin (3.12)to obtain D (g;T=Tc). In
particular,thesm allG expansion in (3.7)yields(2.4).Ofcourse,itisbetterto num erically
solveforG from (3.11),ratherthan obtainingthesolution order-by-orderin 1=gaswasdone
for(2.4).

W e now presentsom e num ericalresultsforthe param etersused by M ukerjee and Huse
[35].They seta(T)= a0(T � TM F

c ).Inserting thisin (2.2)yields

g =
�s(0)

kB Tc

�

1�
Tc

T

�

: (3.13)

The param eterization a(T) = a0(T � TM F
c ) is chosen to be valid near Tc,but can also

be reasonably extended as T ! 0 (in BCS theory,we expect a divergent a(T ! 0) �
� ln(1=T),butthisdivergenceisexpected tobecuto�nearasuperuid-insulatortransition).
By �s(0) � � �h2a(0)=(m �b) in (3.13),we m ean the value ofthe helicity m odulus ofZ G L

extrapolated to T = 0 in this m anner (the London penetration depth is related to the
helicity m odulus by �

�2

L = 16�e2�s(T)=(�h
2
c2)). It is worth noting here that �s(0) and

Tc are,in general,independent ofeach other,and the Nelson-Kosterlitz relation [38]only
constrains�s(Tc)=Tc = 2=�.

Thisfram ework now predictsallphysicalpropertieswith 2 inputparam eters:thevalues
of�s(0) and Tc. M ukerjee and Huse [35]also de�ned a param eter � as a m easure ofthe
strength ofuctuations.Thisisrelated to theparam etersused hereby � = 2kB TM F

c =�s(0).
In ournum ericalresultsbelow,weset�s(0)=(kB Tc)= (2=�)(TM F

c =Tc)= 6:8,following their
param eters.

An im portantsubtlety should benoted here.Theuseof(3.13)in (3.11)norm ally yields
a value forG which decreasesm onotonically with increasing T,asseem sreasonable,given
our understanding ofphysicalproperties ofthe continuum theory. However,because the
value ofg in (3.13)saturatesasT ! 1 and because ofthe presence ofthe ln(T=Tc)term
on theright-hand-sideof(3.11),forvery T thevalueofG eventually startsincreasing with
increasing T. This is clearly unphysical,and is an indication thatthe present continuum
theory breaksdown atlargeenough T.Forthevalue of� being used here,thisunphysical
non-m onotonicity arisesonly atT=Tc > 20,and we willtherefore restrictourattention to
valuesofT below this.

Solving (3.13)and (3.11)forG asa function ofT=Tc,we use the resultsofthissection
and Appendix A to obtain theplotofFig 2 forthequantity appearing in (2.6).Note,again
thateitherthesm allG orthelargeG expansion isreasonableaccurate.
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FIG .2:Plotsoftheuniversalfunction (T=Tc)D (g;T=Tc)asa function ofT=Tc for�s(0)=(kB Tc)=

6:8.>From (2.3)weseethathj	j2iT = (T=Tc)hj	j
2iTc + (m �kB Tc=�h

2)(T=Tc)D (g;T=Tc);so hj	j
2iT

isdeterm ined from the above plotup to an additive,non-singular,lineardependence on T deter-

m ined by hj	j2iTc. ThislinearT dependence can com pensate forthe the linearT dependence in

the plotabove so thathj	j2iT saturatesathigh T.Also,asnoted in the text,the presenttheory

breaksdown atlargeenough T,and itsm ain utility isin capturing thesingularincreasein hj	j2iT

asT crossesTc.Thesolid lineisthesm allG approxim ation obtained by solving (3.5),(3.7),(3.10),

(3.11),(3.12),and (3.13).Thedashed lineisthelargeG approxim ation obtained by solving (3.5),

(3.8),(3.9),(3.10),(3.11),(3.12),and (3.13).Thesquaresym bolsarethenum ericaldata ofRef.40

processed via (3.11),(3.12),(3.13),(A9),and (A10).Theplusm arkstheposition oftheK osterlitz

Thoulesstransition.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W econcludethispaperby discussing som eoftheexperim entaland broaderim plications
ofourwork.

Ourprim aryresult(2.6)forthecoherencelength ofthechargeordercan betested against
neutron scattering and scanning tunnelling spectroscopy (STS)experim ents. However,the
strong random �eld disorderm ay m ake �� inaccessible to a neutron probe which averages
overtheentiresam ple.In contrast,STS providesalocalprobe,and som aybem oresensitive
to thee�ectsdiscussed here.

Consideran STS experim entwith a �eld ofview ofarea A,such asthose perform ed in
Refs.7,13,14,42,43. Quasiparticle interference contributions,such as those com puted
in Ref.18,44,45,46,47,appearatlow tem peratures,butwe can expect thatthese will
signi�cantly broaden attem perarturesaboveTc.W ethereforefocushereonly on thecontri-
bution ofthe� uctuations,which alsolead tom odulationsin thelocaldensity ofthestates
m easured in STS,asshown in Ref.18,47.W eknow thattheSTS m easurem entsarein the
linearresponse regim e. So,when we perform the Fouriertransform ofthe localdensity of
statesattheordering wavevectorK c,we�nd thatthesignalisproportionalto theuniform
partofthechargeorderparam eter,~� � �(q = 0).Letusestim ate~�.W ehave forthefree
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energy

hF iq= 0;A ’ � hh2i1=2~�A 1=2 + �
�2

�
~�2A (4.1)

Here we used thatthe resultthatthe random �eld energy scalesasthe square rootofthe
area.W ecan now m inim ize (4.1)with respectto ~�

~� �
hh2i1=2�2�

A 1=2
(4.2)

Taking �2�(T)from Eq. (2.6)obtain getthe tem perature dependence ofthe STS signalat
thewavevectorK c.

Forthecaseofcom petition between thesuperconducting (	)and charge(�)orders,the
coupling � in (2.6)willbe positive. In thissituation we have a seem ingly counterintuitive
e�ect: as T is increased through Tc,the am plitude ofthe charge order is enhanced. The
physicalorigin ofthisisnotdi�cultto understand:theincreasein phasecoherenceasT is
lowered isassociated with an enhanced coherentm otion oftheCooperpairs,and thisleads
to a decreasein theam plitudeofthespatialm odulations[48].

An alternative statem entofthe sam e physicscan be m ade in term softhe vortices. As
we argued in Ref.16,vortices nucleate static charge order,and this was proposed as an
explanation ofthe experim ents ofRef.13 (other approaches[4,22,23,25,26,27]have
proposed staticspin orderin the vortices| in ourtheory,static spin orderisnotnucleated
by vorticesand appearsonly in phaseswith globalm agneticorder[16]).Increasing T above
Tc causesa proliferation ofvortices,and hencean enhancem entofchargeorder.

W hile ourdiscussion in thispaperhas been entirely atthe levelofthe Landau theory
ofm ultiple order param eters, it is im portant to keep in m ind that such a theory is an
e�ective m odel,and does not preclude other interpretations which focus directly on the
electronic quasiparticles. In particularwe can view the com petition between charge order
and superconductivity asthecom petition fortheordering oflow energy quasiparticlesnear
theFerm isurface.Soasthesuperconductingpairingofthesequasiparticlesisreduced above
Tc,they arem oresusceptible to chargeordering.

An interesting direction for future work is to com bine the continuum theory of the
Ginzburg-Landau functionalpresented here with the theory oftim e-dependent supercon-
ducting uctuations presented in Refs.33,34,35: this has the prospect ofplacing m ore
precisequantitativeconstraintson theanalysisoftheNernste�ectexperim ents.M oreover,
theaccuracy ofeitherthesm allG orlargeG expansionssuggeststhatusefulanalyticresults
m ay be possible. Results for the uctuation conductivity in such an approach,including
correctionsto the Aslam azov-Larkin uctuation conductivity,have appeared recently [49].
A sim ilar dynam ic approach can also be applied to com puting the linewidths ofthe elec-
tronicquasiparticlesin thepseudogap regim e:thestrongam plitudeuctuationsin 	should
lead tosigni�cantbroadeningin theelectronicspectralfunctionsm easured in photoem ission
experim ents.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O R R ESP O N D EN C E W IT H T H E D ILU T E B O SE G A S

This appendix discusses the connection between the analysis ofthe dilute Bose gas in
Refs.39,40 and the resultsofRef.30 and the presentpaper. Letusm ake itclearatthe
outsetthatwearenotadvocating a diluteBosegasdescription oftheunderdoped cuprates;
rather,the �nite tem perature propertiesofthe dilute Bose gasare characterized by som e
universalnum berswhich appearalso in them odelsofinterestin thepresentpaper.

ThediluteBosegasisde�ned by thepartition function

Z B =
Z

D  (r;�)e�S B =�h

SB =
Z

�h=kB T

0

d�

Z

d
2
r

"

�h �
@ 

@�
+

�h2

2m
jr r j

2
� �j j2 +

UB

2
j j4

#

: (A1)

W efollow thenotation ofRefs.39,40 throughoutthisappendix.Theonly exception isthat
theboson interaction U hasbeen replaced by UB ,to preventconfusion with thecoupling U
in (3.1).

Integrating outthenon-zero M atsubara frequency m odesin theBosegas,theaction for
thezero frequency m odestakestheform (3.1)with thecoupling constants

�
�h2 eR

2m
= � � 2UB

Z
d2k

4�2

 
1

e(�h
2k2=(2m )��)=(k B T)� 1

�
kB T

�h2k2=(2m )� �

!

U =
12m 2UB

�h4
(A2)

Theintegralaboveisdivergentin theultraviolet,butifweuse (3.3)to obtain thevalueof
therenorm alized coupling R weobtain a convergentintegral:

R +
2m �

�h2
=

4m UB

�h2

Z
d2k

4�2

 
1

e(�h
2k2=(2m )��)=(k B T)� 1

�
kB T

�h2k2=(2m )� �
+
2m kB T=�h

2

k2 + R

!

=
2m 2kB TUB

��h4
ln

 
2m �

�h2R(e�=(kB T)� 1)

!

�
2m 2kB TUB

��h4
ln

 
2m kB T

�h2R

!

: (A3)

In thelastexpression wehaveexpanded toleadingorderin UB ,asrequired from consistency
with previousapproxim ations.Now using thede�nition ofthedim ensionlesscoupling G in
(3.4),weobtain thevalueofthechem icalpotentialattheKosterlitzThoulesstransition

�c =
m kB TUB

��h2
ln

"
�h2��
m UB

#

(A4)

with universalnum ber�� com puted in Ref.39related to theuniversalnum berGc com puted
earlierin Ref.30 by

�� =
Gce

�6�=G c

6
: (A5)
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Refs.39,40 obtained �� = 13:3 � 0:4,which is in reasonable agreem ent with the value
Gc � 102 obtained in Ref.30;thelattervalueofGc yields�� � 14:1 from (A5).

The sam e m ethod can be used to com pute the boson density n. Integrating out the
non-zero frequency m odesand m apping onto theclassicaltheory (3.1)weobtain

n =
Z
d2k

4�2

 
1

e(�h
2k2=(2m )��)=T � 1

�
T

�h2k2=(2m )� �

!

+
m

�h2
D

’
2

a

E

=
Z
d2k

4�2

 
1

e(�h
2k2=(2m )��)=T � 1

�
T

�h2k2=(2m )� �
+
2m kB T=�h

2

k2 + R

!

+
m kB T

�h2
F(G)

=
m kB T

2��h2
ln

 
2m kB T

�h2R

!

+
m kB T

�h2
F(G); (A6)

in the lastequation we have m ade the sam e sim pli�cation asthatin the lastequation in
(A3).Theresult(A6)yieldstheexpression obtained in Ref.39 forthecriticaldensity

nc =
m kB T

2��h2
ln

 
�h2�

m UB

!

(A7)

with theuniversalnum ber� given by

� =
Gc

6
e
2�F (Gc): (A8)

Thesim ulationsofRefs.39,40obtained � = 380� 3,and inserting thisresultin (A8)allows
usto com puteF(Gc).

Finally,subtracting (A7)from thelastequation in (A6)weobtain

n � nc

m kB T=�h
2
=

1

2�
ln(G=Gc)+ F(G)� F(Gc)

= �(X ): (A9)

Thefunction �(X )wascom puted in num erically Ref.40,and itsargum entX can berelated
to ourcoupling G by (A3),yielding

X = �
6

G
+

6

Gc
�
1

�
ln
�
Gc

G

�

: (A10)

Theseearlierresultsfor�(X )thereforeyield theneeded function F(G)from (A9)and (A10).

A P P EN D IX B :W EA K A N D ST R O N G C O U P LIN G EX PA N SIO N S

Thisappendix presentsdiscussestheexpansion fortheuniversalfunction F(G)appearing
in (3.6)forsm alland largeG

For sm allG,a sim ple Feynm an graph expansion of(3.1) can be carried out to order
G2,with the diagram s shown in Fig 3. Allpropagators in Fig 3 involve the bare ‘m ass’
eR. A sim ple calculation showsthatthe graphs(a,b,c,e)are allabsorbed by the �rstterm
on the right-hand-side of(3.6),aftersubstitution of(3.3).Thisisa sim ple exam ple ofour
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(a)
(b)

(c) (d) (e)

FIG .3:Feynm an graph expansion of(3.1)forthe correlator(3.6).

claim thatall‘tadpole’diagram scan be neglected aftersubstituting R for eR.Only Fig 3d
contributesto F(G)in (3.6),and yields

F(G) =
2G2

9

Z
d2p

4�2

Z
d2q

4�2

Z
d2k

4�2
1

(k2 + 1)2(q2 + 1)((p+ k)2 + 1)((p+ q)2 + 1)

=
2G2

9

Z
d2p

4�2

"
1

2�p
p
p2 + 4

ln

 p
p2 + 4+ p

p
p2 + 4� p

! #

�

"
1

4�p(p2 + 4)

(

p+
2

p
p2 + 4

ln

 p
p2 + 4+ p

p
p2 + 4� p

! ) #

(B1)

W eevaluated thelastintegralnum erically and obtained (3.7).
ForlargeG,them ethod described in Appendix C ofRef.30wasused.Tooneloop order,

theresult

F(G)=
3R D

kB TU
+

1

2�
ln
�
R

R D

�

(B2)

iseasily obtained,where,asin Ref.30,R D GD = RG.In obtaining(B2),wehavetoexplicitly
accountforalltadpolegraphs,and the relationship in (2.4)ofRef.30 between eR and R D .
The large m om entum behavior ofthe expansion about’a = 0 and ’a 6= 0 saddle points
should be the sam e,and thisensuresthatthe ultravioletdivergences cancel. Attwo loop
order,35 Feynm an graphsappear;these were evaluated asin Appendix C ofRef.30,and
theirsum wasfound tovanish.Consequently,thereisnoorderGD term in F,and theresult
(3.9)follows.
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